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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicants' attorney proposed amending claim 1 by adding the 
limitation that the dome has a diameter of at least about 25% of the diameter of the outer ridge. It is noted however 
that there doesn't appear to be any antecedent in the specification for this limitation. It is suggested that this be added 
to the description since it is reflected in the drawings. This limitation would appear to distinguish over Silver. It was 
suggested that applicant claim the protrusion as remaining directed away from the top upon cooling to distinguish over 
the slat et al '677 reference which changes orientation. This will eliminate the need to perfect the 131 declaration and 
appear to distinguish the claims over the art of record. Such an amendment will be favorably considered... 



